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traffic volumes with a srgnlt" cant level of congestlon) For planning purposes, roads with
LOS “E” or “F” are considered problematlc and given higher priority for improvement
planning. The mileage of major roads-in the county operating at LOS “E” or “F” has been
increasing over the past several years even taking into account: recent road lmprovements

1996 289 129 26%
2000 490 - - - 137 “28%
'2018(pr01ected) ‘»49__0’ 164 -33%

Future Road Improvement Needs

The Transportation Department utilizes a traffic model to anticipate future road needs The
most recent model run pr01ected traft" ic volumes for the year 2018, based on anticipated
growth and development in:- the county and the “region. Based on: these projections,
approximately 240 of the 490 miles of major roads in the county will be operating at LOS
“‘E” or “F”" by the year 2018. The followmg road |mprovements would be needed to.improve
roads operatlng at service levels “E” and “F” through the year 2018: :

Widen roads to-8-lanes | o - 14 mlles‘

Widen roads to 6-lanes - - : ' ' ‘57 miles

Widen roads to 4-lanes - , 23 miles

Improve 2-laneroads = ; - 138 miles
| ‘Shoulder improvements on 2-lane roads” :

Taking into account road |mprovements antrcrpated to be completed over: this tlme frame, -
the Transportation Department estimates that there will still be approxmately 164 miles of

LOS “E" and “F” roads by the-year 2018. This estimate is ‘based -on the worklng

transportatlon model and average annual road |mprovement trends vl

Road Development Process : |
County road improvements are provided by three dlfferent ways |n conjunctlon W|th
development by direct county actlon and by state actlon ' ,

In Conjunctlon With Development Improvements realized in conjunctlon W|th development
- projects may include construction of Thorougm‘are Plan roads, turn lanes at access
locations, and - traffic signals. These improvements may be accepted through the zoning
process, in the form of proffers or condltlons of approval, or as a part of development
review (such as plan review of a new shopplng center): In general, -road improvements
associated with a specific development project cover-internal road networks (private drives
and interior subdivision roads) and a portlon of area: wrde road |mprovements needed to
offset development impacts. - : ;

By Direct County Action: lmprovements |n th|s category typlcally mclude county paving -
projects of unlmproved roads, and road shoulder |mprovement prOJects These projects are
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usually small in scope and funded by the CIP budget and/or grant fundmg sources. The
county has also directly funded a few: major road lmprovements byi lssurng bonds

By State Action: Improvements. to lnterstate primary, and secondary roads are planned
through the VDOT Six-Year Program (SYP). This: program is reviewed and adopted
annually by the Virginia Commonwealth Transportation Board. The SYP is developed with
significant emphasis on regional road networks, and incorporates cooperative projects
adopted in the Long Range Transportatlon Plans of the Richmond Area and Tri-Cities
Metropolitan Planning Organizations. Funding for these major projects is mostly from State
and federal sources. Project delivery is therefore subject to: factors outside of county
control, such as budgets or prolect deI|very capabllltles of other agencres

Recent Projects: Several major road projects have been completed in the past several
years that have helped mltlgate increased traffic volumes: resulting ‘from growth-in the
county and surrounding areas. Examples of recent major road projects mclude o

» Route 288 completed as a 4-lane hlghway from I-95 to the Powhrte Parkway
» Route 10 widened to 4-lanes-from Chester to the Chippenham Parkway
« Route 360 widened to 6- lanes between Route 288 and Chlppenham Parkway

The Transportatlon Department has: -administered a few county road. prOJects to facilitate
and expedlte their completion. Th|s functlon has been tradltlonally performed by VDOT.

Sidewalks

The county’s approach to construction and malntenance of S|dewalks has changed over the
years. The county has primarily developed as a rural suburb of the Richmond Metro area.
Since the county was less densely developed than urban areas, and cars have beén the
primary transportation mode, sidewalks were not routlnely constructed For this. reason,
most existing developed areas do not-have sidewalks. In’ the late 1980's, county staff could -
require sidewalks where warranted in busmess as well as: resudentlal areas.

However ‘with continued growth the county has seen the need for sidewalks in certain
circumstances and has developed a Sidewalk Policy. Since the: late 1990's, the Pollcy has
been applied when reviewing re3|dent|al development proposals The - Pohcy requires
construction of sidewalks along through roads in new. subdlws_lons within a certain distance
of commercial areas or public facilities. The: Pollcy is consistent with VDOT requirements
for sidewalks that can be maintained by the state. New sidewalks funded by the private
sector are generally possible only in- connectlon with new development subject to Policy
requirements. The county has also:been ‘able to construct sidewalks in a few: existing
“neighborhoods - by utilizing the Federal Highway :AdministrationVDOT Enhancement
Program. The funds for this stateW|de program are competltlve and very limited.

Bikeway Plan . ’ .

The Board of Supervisors adopted the County Bikeway Plan in 1989. The Bikeway Plan is
a component part of the Comprehensive Plan, and identifies routes where: bikeway facilities
should be prowded This plan has been used in conS|der|ng development proposals and in-
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designing public road |mprovement projects. More mformatlon on the Blkewav Plan may be
obtained from the Transportatlon Department

Public Transportation: Background/Analys:s ' '

The Greater Richmond Transit: Company (GRTC) prowdes I|m|ted van/bus service along
selected -roads in Chesterfield - County The goal of the van/bus service, known as
“Chesterfield LINK,” is to connect: people with jobs, :provide transportation for the elderly,
and to provide transportation to medical facilities. LINK routes were located in an effort to
reach the highest concentration of reS|dents likely to use the service. Long-term fundlng
and future operations of LINK service is unclear. Petersburg Area Transit (PAT) also
provides limited service to Ettrlck and to the Chester campus of John Terr Communlty
College. : : _
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